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Claims discussed': 
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Prior art documents discussed: 
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El It is not necessary for applicant tpi provide, a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the. allovyance of the application. 'The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice pfj Allowability, j \\ ,\\ i . ! • , ; | .: i.;!. " 

□ It is not necessary, fori applib^^^ provide; a separate record dfljhe substance pf the iriterviey^; since Ih^ iiiterview 



did not resujt Jri- fesplutiori dfajHis^jues. A brief jsunfimariy by the examiner appears iihliP^rt ll|ab<^y^., ! . : 



i! Mir 



(Examiner/SPE Signature) 



(Applicant/Applicant's Representative Signature - if appropriate) 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-41 38(04-03) 



> Examiner Initiate |j Interview Sumprjary 



;• 11 Paper No:i20971,026:;j^ 



Continuation Shebt (F^TOlUiS^^^* ^v^ilabl^: Copy 



I !' •! I i 



I :: Applicatibrif iNbl ' i1 0/702,349! 



ii 1 



■i 



':t.: ■!■ 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was' di^cdlssed: Ekamiheh V' 
informed Mr. Wesorick of allowability of claims 1-34. Mr. Wesorick agreed to change 'axle apparartus' to 'plurality of i. 
axle members', as outlined in the attached Examiner's Amendment, to properly correlate with the proposed amended * 
claims. Mr. Wesorick agreed to change 'an elbow' to 'said elbow* in claim 20 because 'an elbow* was already provide'd 
in independent claim 19, the claim from :which .claim 20 ;depends. . 
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